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gial disposition to a certain extent, leaning towards the le-
gionary in what he did; but we do not know the details of
his changes. They are only referred to in general terms by
the ancient authors. The effort was apparently to make the
phalanx cover more ground.

As was the habit with Alexander, Hannibal was apt to
choose open flat ground for battles, as best suited for his
evolutions, but he utilized every kind of accident in the
ground for stratagem. Both were able mountain fighters.
Hannibal was not unapt to invite attack and meet it half-
way. Alexander always attacked. Both personally manoeu-
vred as well as commanded their armies. Their troops
fought well in hand and sustained each other admirably.
Both got the best work of which their men were capable.
Hannibal was singularly apt at making raw levies available.
Cavalry was the particular arm of each. Both gave it the
best of care and demanded great things of it.

Some historians, by dint of repeating the words supposed
to have been uttered by Maharhal, after Cannae, have con-
vinced themselves that Hannibal did not follow up or get
results from his victories. This is an error, Few generals
have ever got better results, so far as they could be had.
The circumstances under which Alexander fought enabled
him to secure enormous remuneration from his victories.
This was not possible to Hannibal. But to count his allies
after Cannse shows that he made the best of use of his gain.
Alexander pursued the broken enemy with a ferocity and
determination never equaled. Hannibal did not allow him-
self, in the ardor of victory, to be led in pursuit beyond what
the circumstances warranted. He was equally cautious after
a victory as after a defeat. He had a different enemy in his
front,
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